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Claims 1 -20 are pending 



REMARKS 
Claims 1,2,3,4,5,6, 8, 10,11, 13 



been amended. Claims 12 16 a Id 17 have been cancelled without pre udice. Reconsideration of 
the claim rejections is requeste< . 

Claim 1-10 stand reject jd 35 U.S.C. §103(a) for the reasons styt forth in the Examiner's 

as follows: 

I L 19 and 20 stand rejected under 35 Itl.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
No. 5,852,487 to FuiimorL et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 



ejected under 35 U,S.C. § 103(a) as biing unpatentable over 



Answer (mailed on 3/09/2006) 

A. Claims 1, 2, 5-1 
unpatentable over U-S. Patent 
5,499,128 A to Hasegawa et al 

B. Claim 3 stands 
Fujimori in view of Hasegawa 
al. 

C. Claims 13-18 sjtnd rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a 

anagawa et al. (referred to as Yanaga 



ind further in view of U.S. Patent No 



and rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a 



as being unpatentable over 



U.S. Patent No. 6,667,790 to 3 

D. Claims 13-18 s 
U.S. Patent Application Publi< 

E. Claim 4 stands Rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as toeing unpatentable over 



ationNo. US 2001/0051398 to Hirak i ita i n view of Hasegawa . 



Fujimori in view of Hasegawa and further in view of Yanagawa II . 



Claim 4 stands 



rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 



Fujimori in view of Hasegawa and further in view of Hirakata . 



P. 11 



SEMTRAL PAX CENTER 

SEP 2 72006 



14, 15,18, 19 and 20 have 



6,331,881 Bl to Hatano et 

as being unpatentable over 
vaff') in view of Hasegawa . 



>eing unpatentable over 
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Application Publication No. JP 



Rejections C-P are the ] tfew Grounds of Rejection asserted in 
Applicants will address each of! the above claim rejections in turn. 
noted that rejections C and E ai e invalid in that Yanagawa II can be 
prior art reference, la previous, rejections (now withdrawn), the Exaiftiner 

2000-227596 by Yanagawa (referred 



published on 8/ 1 5/20O0. Yana tawal was determined to be unavailal : le 



U.S.C. § 102, et seq^ since it vflas first published after the filing date 
application. 

In several of the new gfounds of rejections, Yanagawa II is 

.S. filing date of 2/4/2002 (Le., 



reference having an effective I 



continuation of a parent applic tion 09/497,996 filed on 2/4/2000, wliich 



filed in this action. Since the 
filing date of 2/4/2000, Yanag 
current application. 



he Examiner's Answer, 
the outset, it should be 
i intedated and removed as a 
mistakenly relied on 
as " Yanagawa I" > 
as a reference under 3 5 
bf 8/8/2000 of this 



:oi 



sftemingly cited as a 102(e) 
H is seemingly a 



Yanagawa 



Japaense application 11-02905 j! filed 2/5/99. Since Yanagawa II wa|p 
filing date of the current applic btion (8-8-2000), Yanagawa IT can b\ 
its effective US filing date of 2 f4/2000. However, the current appii 
27 August 1999 based on Jap^ hese application No. 1 1-241322, a 

riority date of the current 
I iwaH can be disqualified as prior art 



ceitified < 



; application precedes 



A* With regard 1 1 the above rejection A, it is respect flilly 
least, the combination of Fuiiftnori and Hasegawa is legally deficient 



case of obviousness against in Jependent Claims 1 , 5 or 10 (claim t 
rejection is moot). For examp e, the combination of Fujimori and 
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p. 12 



claims priority to a 
published after the US 
prior art under I02e as per 
ittation has a priority date of 
copy of which was 
Ae effective U,S. 
against any claims of the 



submitted that at the very 
to establish a prima facie 
has been cancelled so the 
I fiasegawa does not disclose or 
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fairly suggest, for example, a sf ^icer comprising a first member fixedl 
substrate and having a first con ^ct surface, and a second member 
substrate and having a second c imtact surface in contact with the first 
member, wherein the first and i econd members are adapted to slide 
the first and second contact sw faces in response to a contact force 
between the first and second cc rfact surfaces to control the gap wi 
claims 1, 5 and 10. 

On page 4 of the Oflficd Action, the Examiner relies on Fuji 



teaching polymer projections ( 



the width of the gap and spacer 



Le.> Col. 7, lines 56-60, where 
provided for controlling die 
distinguishes between spacers 



characterization of the polyme 
its face in view of the express 



1 and 2), which Examiner cont >nds reads on the claimed gap contro ling 



r formed on the first 
fixedly formed on the second 
contact surface of the first 
hlative to each other along 
\Wile maintaining contact 
as commonly recited in 



dtk 



I) disposed between first and second 



movement However, it should be m ted 



characterization of Ifujimori ii i this regard is actually belied by the 



t is disclosed that "a plurality of 
pace between the substrates" In 
that are not shown in the Figures) foj 



between the substrates (1, 2) a d the polymer projections (1 1). Thei sfore. 



Moreover, although H* segawa arguably discloses in FIG. 13 



projections (1 1) serving the function 
eachings of Fujimori. 



formed by two members that a e brought into contact, Hasegawa do 
wherein the first and second n °mbers are adapted to slide relative 
and second contact surfaces b response to a contact force -while maintaining 



p. 13 



(Col. 8, lines 58-64) as 
substrates (1,2) (see, FIGs. 
ing spacers for restricting 
that the Examiner's 
Repress teaching by Fujimori. 
(not shown) are 
words, Fujimori 
controlling the space 
the Examiner's 
as "spacers" is erroneous on 



sp; cers 



ot ter 



for example, a spacer 
js not disclose or suggest 
each other along the first 
contact between 
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the first and second contact surj bees to control the gap width. Indeed, 



Hasegawa does not specifically 
touch sensor applications- Hase 



iisclose LCD devices with columnar 
awa not only foils to teach the 



Applicants* claimed invention- 



advant ig< 



spacer designs for touch-sensin [, but completely fails to recognize tibw 
withstand the forces of touchrse ising while isolating the deformation 
and away from the contact surfi pes with the substrates, which is a no 

n other words, there is no suggestion 
the first and second members a e adapted to slide relative to each otfter 
second contact surfaces in resp )nse to a contactforce while maintaU 
first and second contact surfac «■ to control the gap width. 

level neither Fujimori nor Hasegawa 



on fundamental level, 
: pacers designed to support 
;es of any particular 
need for spacers that could 
lO the center of the spacers 
el advantage of 
in Hasegawa that wherein 

along the first and 
ing contact between the 



Thus, on a fundamental 
combination, teach the claimed} spacer structures. Furthermore, the 
modification of Fujimori* s pobjjbier projections (11) with Hasegawa* 



legally deficient to establish a j 



seemingly erroneous; on its fao^j given that the polymer projections (1 
spacers. 

Accordingly, for at lead} the above reasons, the combination < 

rima facie case of obviousness again- 1 



f Fujimori and Hasegawa is 
: claims 1, 5 or 10. 

Moreover, the combination of fuiimori and Hasegawa is legally del cient to establish a prima 
facie case of obviousness against claims 2, 6-1 1, 19 and 20 at least virtue of their dependence 



from respective base claims 1 < 



r5. 



B. With; regard tell the above rejection B, it is submittcjji 
Fujimori and Hasepjawa and J: atano d oes not render claim 3 obviou ; 



p. 14 



lingularly or in 
Ijpcaminer's proposed 
spacer structures is 
1) do not function as 



that the combination of 
for at least the same 
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p. 15 



reasons give above for claim 1 worn which claim 3 depends. Hatano i oes not even disclose an 
LCD touch sensor, much less o: ie that is designed to be touched repea ;edly, such as by a user. 

the above rejection C> as noted abov s, 



C. With regard to 



art against the claimed inventio is. Therefore, the obviousness rejection is invalid on its face, 



D. 



With regard to 



the above rejection D, it is respectfu 



least, the combination of Hiral ata and Hasegawa is legally deficient 



Yanagawa H is not prior 



y submitted that at the very 
k the very least to establish 



member, wherein the first and 



relative to each other along 



a prima facie case of obviousn< ss against claim 13 in that such combination does not disclose or 
fairly suggest, for example, a sjj acer comprising a first member fixed y formed on the first 
substrate and having a first con act surface, and a second member fix xlly formed on the second 
substrate and having a second 1; pntact surface in contact with the firs contact surface of the first 

Second members are adapted to slide 
the first and second contact sw faces in response to a contact force > Ihite maintaining contact 
between the first and second a intact surfaces to control the gap wid h 

Indeed, the Examiner a ^knowledges that Hirakata does not disclose these features, but 
relies on Hasegawa as curing t jLe deficiencies of Hirakata in this regii rd. However, for reasons 
explained above, Hasegawa dc es not teach or fairly suggest such cla m features. Accordingly, 
the combined teachings of Hir kata and Hasegawa f ails to teach or s : 



E. 



With regard to: 



of claim 13, as a whole. Clain s 14, 15 and 18 are patentable over such combination at least by 
virtue of their dependence froi ji claim 13, 

the above rejection E, , as noted attove, Yanagawa II is not 
prior art against the claimed hjjventions. Therefore, the obviousness i 
face. 
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jggest the claimed invention 



rejection is invalid on its 



p. 16 



Applicants request favoj 



F. With regard to i be above rejection F, it is submitted 
Fujimori and Hasegaw/a and Hi) akata d oes not render claim 4 obviom 



reasons give above for claim 1 ij ;om which claim 4 depends. Hirakata 
deficiencies of Fujimori and jsegawa as explained above. 



I 

Jhat the combination of 
for at least the same 
doe not cure the 



3j bble reconsideration of the application 
Examiner is invited to contact tl ^e undersigned should he have any questions 

R espectfully submitted; 




Frank V. DeRosa 
Reg. No. 43,584 



F.CHAU & ASSOCIATES, LLC 
130 Woodbury Road 
Woodbury, New York fll797 
Tel: (516) 692-8888 
FAX: (516) 692-8889 
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as now presented. The 
in this matter. 
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